; for all other intercensal years, percentages were interpolated from census year counts.
it is the result of racial discrimination in the administration ofjustice ("racial discrimination"). This Article presents new research findings on the question.
II. PRIOR RESEARCH
No study has yet investigated the racial composition of state prison admissions as observed in national statistics. The closest any comes to such a national study is Blumstein's On the Racial Disproportionality of United States ' Prison Populations. mates on a given day as opposed to prison admissions during a given year. 3 To find out whether differential involvement or racial discrimination explained prison racial composition, Blumstein needed a measure of the racial distribution of prisoners and a separate measure of criminal activity by race and crime-type. National data from two inmate surveys sponsored by the Bureau of Justice Statistics (United States Department ofJustice) provided a measure of the racial distribution of state prisoners on a day in both 1974 and 1979. 4 Police arrest statistics published in the FBI's Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) 5 for the years 1974 and 1978 provided a measure of criminal activity. Blumstein used the UCR arrest statistics to show the racial composition of offenders who committed crimes punishable by imprisonment and used the inmate survey data to show the racial composition of those among them who were actually punished with imprisonment. ulation in 1974 and 49.1% in 1979.11 But they were close enough for Blumstein to conclude that "racial differences in arrests alone account for the bulk of the racial differences in incarceration."' 2 The use of arrest data as a measure of criminal activity raises questions of whether and to what extent racial percentages in police statistics might be the product of racially discriminatory practices in the administration ofjustice. Using statistics supplied by the police as a measure of criminal activity could prove misleading if, as some observers suggest, police over-arrest blacks.
13
Blumstein recognized that arrest is potentially subject to discriminatory processes but argued that available evidence strongly suggested that arrest data reasonably reflect the racial distribution of criminal offending for the most serious crimes that comprise the bulk of prison populations. 1 4 That evidence, examined next, consists of two major studies by Hindelang that compared the racial distribution of offenders as reported by crime victims to the racial distribution of arrestees as reported by the police.1 5
A. THE HINDELANG STUDIES
Hindelang examined whether "selection bias" (his expression for racial discrimination in the administration ofjustice) or "differential involvement" explained the high percentages of blacks that appear in UCR arrest statistics on rape, robbery, and assault. 16 He compared arrest data with research data generated independently of the criminal justice system. His independently generated data were from National Crime Survey (NCS) victimization surveys sponsored by the Bureau of Justice Statistics.
17 As Hindelang explained: Victimization surveys, in which representative samples from the general population are asked to report on victimizations they may have suffered during a specific reference period, provide data on the relationship between race and common law crime that are independent of criminal justice system selection biases. In these surveys respondents are asked to tell interviewers about victimizations, regardless of If the victimization data.. . are taken as a measure of involvement in rape, robbery, and assault and the UCR arrest data are taken as a measure of involvement in these crimes plus selection biases, then the discrepancy between the two data sources can be taken as a measure of selection bias.
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The first of his two studies compared aggregate UCR arrest data and aggregate NCS data from household victimization surveys for eight American cities. 20 The study covered the common law crimes of rape, robbery and aggravated assault. He compared crime victims' descriptions of the race of their assailants with arrest record descriptions. 2 ' He found no evidence of bias against blacks but rather, a very close correspondence between the racial distributions described in arrest statistics and the racial distributions described by crime victims.
2 2 He concluded: "Overall, the correspondence between the victim survey and UCR percentages is striking.
The second of his two studies used NCS household and business victimization surveys covering the nation. 24 The study investigated rape, robbery, and aggravated and simple assaults. Hindelang compared UCR arrest descriptions and crime victims' descriptions of the race of their assailants for 1974.25 He found that arrest descriptions and victims' descriptions of robbers were identical.
6
Arrest records, however, contained slightly larger percentages of blacks than did victims' accounts of rapists, aggravated assaulters, and simple assaulters. 27 He concluded: "This indicates that for these crimes some of the arrest percentage can be attributed to selection bias but, by far, most of the arrest percentage appears to be attributable to the substantially greater involvement of blacks than whites in these crimes."
28
While the Hindelang studies offer support for Blumstein's use of arrest to reflect involvement in crime, the studies have some limitations. The first study pertained to eight cities rather than the en- 
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[Vol. 76 RACISM ON TRIAL tire nation. 2 9 In addition, it used incomplete data for robbery by ignoring results from the business victimization surveys conducted in each of the cities. 3 0 Although the second study was national in scope, it used data for only a single year. 3 ' Both studies published results based on a combination of both juveniles and adults rather than on adults alone. 3 2 Also, the two studies made comparisons for no more than four of the seven common law crimes covered in both victimization surveys and police arrest records. 3 3 These four offenses (rape, robbery, aggravated assault, simple assault) account for only about 30%7 of the admissions to state prisons whereas all seven offenses (including burglary, larceny, and auto theft) account for at least 60% of admissions (Table 2 ).
III. THE PRESENT STUDY
This study extends and complements the work done by Blumstein and Hindelang. NCS household and business victimization surveys provide measures of criminal activity by race. The inmate surveys and an admissions census provide measures of the racial distribution of offenders admitted to state prisons in the United States. (annual, 1976-1984) . Documentation for the inmate surveys is contained in two survey data codebooks published by the Criminal Justice Archive. CRIMINAL JUSTICE ARCHIVE, ICPSR 7811 (1983) ; CRIMINALJUSTICE ARCHIVE, ICPSR 7856 (1981) [both hereinafter referred to as ICPSR].
35 Each incident had a weight that was the reciprocal of the probability that the incident would appear in the sample. Multiplying this incident weight by the number of cluded series victimizations. : 6 Where an incident involved more than ten offenders, the number of offenders arbitrarily was recoded to ten. Where an incident involved multiple offenders and the respondent reported the age of the youngest or the oldest, but not both, the missing age was imputed to be the same as the reported age. Thus, if the respondent reported that the youngest offender was ajuvenile and the age of the oldest was unknown, the age of the oldest was imputed to be under eighteen. If the age of the youngest was unknown and the oldest was an adult (age eighteen or older), the youngest was imputed to be an adult. The analysis eliminated an incident if it involved (1) an unknown number of offenders, (2) a single offender of unknown age or race, (3) a single offender who was neither white nor black, (4) multiple offenders of mixed or unknown races, (5) multiple offenders all of whom were neither white nor black, (6) a single offender reported to be a juvenile (under age eighteen), (7) multiple offenders all or some of whom were juveniles, or (8) multiple offenders none of whose ages were known. These exclusions restrict the analysis to the two groups that constitute the vast majority of the nation's state prison populations: white adults and black adults.
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B. THE INMATE SURVEYS AND A PRISON ADMISSIONS CENSUS
Measures of the racial distribution of prison admissions are taken from inmate surveys and a prison admissions census sponsored by the Bureau of Justice Statistics and conducted by the offenders in the incident produced estimates for the nation of the number and demographic characteristics of offenders involved in seven common law crimes: rape, robbery, aggravated and simple assaults, burglary, larceny and auto theft.
36 When a victim experiences three or more similar crimes but cannot recall the details of the crimes in the series well enough to report on the circumstances of each separately, the survey interviewer prepares an incident report for only the last crime in the series. This last crime is referred to as a series victimization. 
IV. RESULTS
The present study compares the racial descriptions of assailants given by crime victims to the racial distribution of admissions to prison in 1973, 1979 and 1982 . Table 3 presents crime victims' descriptions of their assailants. The table contains two subheadings under each of the seven crimes, "all" and "reported." The heading "all" pertains to all incidents experienced by crime victims, whether or not they reported them to the police. The subheading "reported" pertains to incidents the victims said they reported to the police. Table 4 compares the racial descriptions given by crime victims to the racial distributions given in prison admissions statistics.
A. DIFFERENTIAL INVOLVEMENT
Before examining whether differential involvement explains prison admissions, statistics must show that blacks are disproportionately involved in crimes. Attention is drawn, therefore, to the crime victims' descriptions of their assailants (Table 3) .
Differential involvement can be demonstrated if more than I1 % of the adult offenders described by crime victims are black; that is, more than their representation in the United States white and 38 The surveys are described in ICPSR, supra note 34, at I-I1 (7811); I-II (7856). The census is described in Minor-Harper & Greenfeld, Prison Admissions and Releases, 1982, in REPORT No. NCJ-97995, BUREAU OFJUsTICE STATISTICS 10 (1985) 
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black adult population. As the estimates in Table 3 reveal, throughout the ten-year period, more than 11 % of the offenders described by crime victims were black. Because the survey estimates are subject to sampling error, the overrepresentation of blacks might stem from sampling variability. To test the possibility, a 95% confidence interval was constructed around each of the 70 estimates shown under the heading "all" in Table 3 to examine whether the interval included the 11% population figure. 40 Of the 70 confidence intervals around the estimated percentages of black offenders, only eight included the 11% figure: 1982 rapists and 1975, '76, '77, '78, '79, '81 and '82 auto thieves. Estimates for auto theft and rape rest on the smallest sample sizes. These sample sizes may account for these particular results rather than the absence of real differences.
These otherwise highly consistent test results document the existence of differential involvement. Blacks were relatively more involved than whites in the seven common law crimes throughout the ten-year period studied. The question remains whether their differential involvement can explain their overrepresentation in state prisons in the United States.
B. DIFFERENTIAL INVOLVEMENT VS. RACIAL DISCRIMINATION
Racial differences in criminal involvement can be related to racial differences in prison admissions by comparing victims' accounts of their assailant's race with racial distributions of prison admissions. The analysis aims to investigate the possibility of racism in the criminal justice system. The analysis uses victims' descriptions of their assailants only for crimes reported to the police because the administration of criminal justice begins when a crime is brought to police attention. 4 ' Table 4 compares victims' descriptions with admissions distributions for the years for which prison admissions data are available. In thirteen out of the twenty comparisons, the percentage of black 40 The estimates under the "all" heading are based on an analysis of all incidents experienced by crime victims, which includes both reported and unreported crimes. 41 If victims reported to the police crimes committed by blacks more often than similar crimes committed by whites, such behavior would be discriminatory. This possibility was investigated with the data from 1973 through 1982 provided in table 3. A count was kept of the number of times the black percentage in incidents reported to the police exceeded the black percentage in all incidents. The percentage was higher 33 out of 70 times. On a sign test, 35 out of 70 were expected by chance alone. The fact that less than 35 occurred suggests that victims were not more likely to report crimes committed by blacks than similar crimes committed by whites. prison admissions exceeded the percentage of black assailants described by victims.
Victim and inmate survey estimates are each subject to sampling error, a possible source for the differences between the estimates. To check the possibility, significance tests were run at the .05 level (two-tailed) on the differences in black percentages between victims' descriptions and prison admissions. Most differences were not significant. Only five were statistically significant: 1979 auto theft; 1973, '79, and '82 aggravated assault; and 1982 rape. In each of these five, the black percentage in prison admissions statistics substantially exceeded that percentage in victims' descriptions.
Nevertheless, test results generally support the differential involvement hypothesis. In fifteen out of twenty comparisons, there were no statistically significant differences between the racial profiles of victims' descriptions and the racial profiles of prison admissions.
To test how well differential involvement might explain prison admissions, several calculations were made as shown in Table 5 . Mathematically defined terms used in these calculations, discussed next, also are shown in Table 5 . First, the probability c of a white offender going to prison for crime type i was calculated by dividing the number bi of white offenders admitted to prison by the number ai of white offenders. Next, the number ei of black offenders expected to enter prison was calculated. This was done by multiplying the number di of black offenders by the crime-specific probability ci of a white offender going to prison. If the criminal justice system actually handles blacks and whites alike, the expected total number of blacks admitted to prison (that is, i ei, where I = number of crime types) would equal the observed total (that is, 7. fi). If the system discriminates against blacks, however, the observed total number of blacks entering prison would be higher than the expected total number. Moreover, the observed black percentage of all prison admissions, or Y f./( I bi + f 1 ), would exceed the expected black percentage, or 11 ei/( I bi + Y ei). Total expected and observed numbers of black prison admissions are compared below. In each year, the observed number of black prison inmates was higher than the expected. Significance tests (.05 level, two-tailed) of the difference between total expected and total observed reveal that the difference was not significant for 1973, but was significant for the two other years. These results imply that differential involvement alone might fully explain the ob- 27,550 / 32,322 = 85% The complement of these percentages is the percentage that differential involvement alone cannot explain. Differential involvement alone cannot account for 16% of the blacks admitted to prison in 1979 (4,349 prisoners) and"15% of those admitted in 1982 (4,772 prisoners). Racial discrimination might explain these percentages. There may also be legitimate explanations for these percentages such as differences among regions in imposing sanctions and differences among defendants in criminal records. table 1 for corresponding years. The major reason for the discrepancies is that table 1 percentages pertain to admissions for any crime whereas these percentages only pertain to admissions for the seven common law crimes. 43 Regional differences in the imposition of sanctions may account for these differences since blacks may be concentrated in regions of the country where prison sentences are relatively common among convicted offenders (blacks and whites alike). If that is the case, statistics for the nation could indicate that the probability of imprisonment is higher for blacks than whites even in the absence of racial discrimination in justice administration. Another explanation is that blacks may have on average slightly longer criminal records than whites, thereby increasing their chances of receiving a prison sentence. Other legitimate explanations of these percentages are discussed by Blumstein, supra note 2, at 1268-70. The results for the three years for which national data are available suggest the following conclusion: the overrepresentation of blacks among offenders admitted to state prisons occurs because blacks commit a disproportionate number of imprisonable crimes. TO 1983 TO , table 1 (1984 . 45 Sensitivity analyses were run to see if different test conditions would lead to the same conclusion. Results indicated that they would. In one analysis, one-year lagged comparisons were made between expected and observed black percentages. Typically, a number of months pass from the time a crime occurs to the time the offender enters prison. Victims' descriptions one year might therefore be more comparable to prison racial distributions the next year. Lagged and unlagged results, however, did not differ much. In a second analysis, expected percentages were computed from NCS data on all incidents, not just those reported to the police. Once again, the procedural change did not produce very different results. 
V. SUMMARY
This Article presents the results of a study that tested two competing and controversial explanations of the relatively large numbers of blacks in state prisons. The one-the differential involvement hypothesis-attributes the high percentage of blacks in prison to their more frequent criminal involvement. The other explanation-the racial discrimination hypothesis-attributes it to pervasive racial discrimination against blacks in the administration of criminal justice.
The findings much more strongly supported differential involvement than racial discrimination. At the rate that blacks committed crimes in 1973, blacks would have constituted at least 48.9% of prison admissions that year under a perfectly nondiscriminatory justice system. The fact that blacks did not constitute more than 48.9% suggests that discrimination was not the reason for their overrepresentation in prison admissions in 1973. In 1979, 43.8% of prison admissions would have been black under a nondiscriminatory justice system. Since blacks made up only 48.1% of admissions, discrimination, if it existed, accounted for very little of the overrepresentation of blacks in prison admissions in 1979. Similarly, in 1982, a nondiscriminatory system would have resulted in a black percentage of admissions of 44.9% while the actual percentage was 48.9%. These findings confirm those of Blumstein who, in a pioneering study using police arrest statistics to investigate one-day prison populations, also concluded that differential involvement, not racial discrimination, largely explained the racial composition of prisons in the United States.
6
This study neither proves nor disproves the existence of racial discrimination in the justice system. But the study does demonstrate that even if racism exists, it might explain only a small part of the gap between the 11% black representation in the United States adult population and the now nearly 50% black representation among persons entering state prisons each year in the United States. 4 7 -t11 Bltmstein. supra note 2, at 1268.
17 While blacks may not be discriminated against by receiving prison sentences more ofien than whites, theN may be discriminated against by receiving longer prison sentences or being nmade to serve longer tine in prison. These two possibilities were investigated by Minor-Harper and (;rceInfld using national data on 1982 state prison ad(nIiotts and releases. Tlhe. Iound little evidence that blacks admitted to state prisons in 1982 had received longer senten( c than whites or that blacks released from state )risons in 1982 had servcd tuore tinc than whites. Minor-Harper & Greenfld, Prison .Idnti %otl. Nttpra note 38. at i and 9.
